Figure 6: Segments of the Passaic
River where 2008 and 2007
multibeam bathymetry data were
compared based on average depth
in a 3 ft by 3 ft grid spacing.
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Figure 7c:

River Segment A
Transect bathymetry
in 2007 and 2008
and change
(2008-2007).
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Geo Coords (x.y.z) -> (592124.18, 715662.88, -14.30)
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Figure 8c: River
Segment B Transect
bathymetry in 2007
and 2008 and
change
(2008-2007).
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Distances in Feet

Coarse bed
beneath bridge is
about 0.2 feet
deeper in 2008
than in 2007. Itis
likely that there
was no erosion
beneath bridge.



Figure 8d: Difference
between 2007 and 2008
multibeam bathymetry

(feet; negative [blue] deeper
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Geo Coords (x.y.z) -> (589630.59, 711457.66, -16.41)
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Figure 9c: River
Segment C Transect
bathymetry in 2007
and 2008 and
change
(2008-2007).
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Figure 10c: River
Segment D Transect
bathymetry in 2007
and 2008 and
change
(2008-2007).
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Figure 10d: Difference between 2007
and 2008 multibeam bathymetry (feet;
negative [blue areas] deeper in 2008,
i.e., erosion) for River Segment D f
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Figure 11c: River
Segment E Transect
bathymetry in 2007
and 2008 and
change
(2008-2007).
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